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(57) ABSTRACT

In accordance with one embodiment, a method is imple-
mented in a vectored system for improving a signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) of a far end transmitted signal on a victim line in
the system. The method comprises mitigating, by the vec-
tored system, self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-FEXT) on
the victim line based on self-FEXT mitigation coefficients
and receiving, by a second sensor, information relating to at
least one of: self-FEXT of the vectored system, external
noise, and the far end transmitted signal. The method further
comprises learning, at the second sensor, coefficients relating
to self-FEXT coupling into the second sensor and removing
self-FEXT from the second sensor based on the learned coef-
ficients. Upon removal of self-FEXT from the second sensor,
alinear combiner configured to combine information relating
to the victim line and the second line is learned.

31 Claims, 8 Drawing Sheets
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SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR
IMPLEMENTING A MULTI-SENSOR
RECEIVER IN A DSM3 ENVIRONMENT

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application is a Continuation of U.S. patent applica-
tion Ser. No. 13/051,906, filed Mar. 18,2011, (Now U.S. Pat.
No. 8,576,690), which claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional
Patent Application Ser. No. 61/316,606, filed Mar. 23, 2010,
each of which is hereby incorporated by reference in its
entirety.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The present disclosure generally relates to digital sub-
scriber line systems and particularly, to implementation of
dual sensor crosstalk cancellation.

BACKGROUND

Digital subscriber line (xDSL) technology has developed
in recent years in response to the demand for high-speed
Internet access. xDSL technology utilizes the communication
medium of pre-existing telephone systems. Thus, both plain
old telephone systems (POTS) and xDSL systems share a
common line for xDSIL-compatible customer premises. Simi-
larly, other services such as time compression multiplexing
(TCM) integrated services digital network (ISDN) can also
share a common line with xDSL and POTS.

Allocations of wire pairs within telephone cables in accor-
dance with service requests have typically resulted in a ran-
dom distribution of pair utilization with few precise records
of'actual configurations. Because of the physical proximity of
bundled cables (due to pair twisting, cable branching, cable
splicing, etc.), crosstalk caused by the electromagnetic inter-
ference between the neighboring lines is often the dominating
noise source in the transmission environment. In addition,
due to pair twisting in cables where cable branching and
splicing take place, a wire pair can be in close proximity to
many different pairs spanning different portions of its length.
At a telephone CO (central office), pairs in close proximity
may carry diverse types of service using various modulation
schemes, with considerable differences in signal levels (and
receiver sensitivities) especially for pairs of considerably dif-
ferent lengths.

There are generally two types of crosstalk mechanisms that
are characterized, one being FEXT and the other one being
near-end crosstalk (NEXT). FEXT refers to electromagnetic
coupling that occurs when the receiver on a disturbed pair is
located at the far end of the communication line as the trans-
mitter of a disturbing pair. Self induced far end crosstalk
(self-FEXT) generally refers to interference caused by neigh-
boring lines provisioned for the same type of service as the
affected line, or “victim line.” In contrast, NEXT results from
a disturbing source connected at one end of the wire pair
which causes interference in the message channel at the same
end as the disturbing source. Current approaches to address-
ing crosstalk suffer from various perceived shortcomings.
While vectored systems are effective in addressing such dis-
turbances as self-FEXT, various types of interferences such
as radio frequency interference (RFI), power line communi-
cations (PLC), common mode noise, and impulse nose
remain an issue.

SUMMARY

Various embodiments are described. One embodiment is a
method implemented in a vectored system for improving a
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2

signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of a far end transmitted signal on
avictim line in the system. The method comprises mitigating,
by the vectored system, self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-
FEXT) on the victim line based on self-FEXT mitigation
coefficients and receiving, by a second sensor, information
relating to at least one of: self-FEXT of the vectored system,
external noise, and the far end transmitted signal. The method
further comprises learning, at the second sensor, coefficients
relating to self-FEXT coupling into the second sensor and
removing self-FEXT from the second sensor based on the
learned coefficients. Upon removal of self-FEXT from the
second sensor, a linear combiner configured to combine infor-
mation relating to the victim line and the second line is
learned. The method further comprises applying the learned
linear combiner and readjusting the self-FEXT mitigation
coefficients to remove any residual self-FEXT on the victim
line after application of the learned linear combiner.

In accordance with another embodiment, a method for
improving a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of a far end trans-
mitted signal on a victim line in a system, comprises receiv-
ing, by the victim line, at least one of: self-induced far-end
crosstalk (self-FEXT) of the vectored system, external noise,
and the far end transmitted signal and receiving, by a second
sensor, at least one of: self-FEXT of the vectored system,
external noise, and the far end transmitted signal. The method
further comprises learning, at the victim line, coefficients
relating to self-FEXT coupling into the main line, wherein
learning is performed based on known training mode
sequences transmitted in the system and learning, at the sec-
ond sensor, coefficients relating to self-=FEXT coupling into
the second sensor, wherein learning is performed based on
known training mode sequences transmitted in the system.
The method further comprises removing, at the victim line,
self-FEXT from the main line based on the learned coeffi-
cients and removing, at the second sensor, self-FEXT from
the second sensor based on the learned coefficients. A linear
combiner is learned upon removing self-FEXT from both the
main line and the second sensor, the linear combiner config-
ured to combine information relating to the victim line and the
second sensor. The method further comprises applying the
learned linear combiner and learning the self FEXT mitiga-
tion coefficients and performing noise mitigation on the vic-
tim line to remove self-FEXT on the victim line.

Another embodiment is a vectored system configured to
improve a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of a far end transmitted
signal on a victim line, comprising a far end crosstalk (FEXT)
mitigator configured to mitigate self-induced {far-end
crosstalk (self-FEXT) on the victim line based on self-FEXT
mitigation coefficients, a first sensor coupled to the victim
line, and a second sensor, the second sensor configured to
receive information relating to at least to one of: the vectored
system, external noise, and the far end transmitted signal on
the victim line. The second sensor is further configured to
learn coefficients relating to self-FEXT coupling into the
second sensor and remove self-FEXT based on the learned
coefficients. The system further comprises a linear combiner
configured to undergo learning upon removal of self-FEXT
from the second sensor, wherein the linear combiner is con-
figured to combine information relating to the victim line and
the second line, wherein the FEXT mitigator is further con-
figured to readjust the self-FEXT mitigation coefficients to
remove any residual self-FEXT on the victim line after appli-
cation of the learned linear combiner.

Another embodiment is a method implemented in cus-
tomer premises equipment (CPE) for improving a signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) of a far end transmitted signal on a victim
line. The method comprises receiving, by the victim line, one
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or more of: the far end transmitted signal, self-induced far-
end crosstalk (self-FEXT) of a vectored system, and external
noise. The method further comprises receiving, by a second
sensor, one or more of: the far end transmitted signal, self-
induced far-end crosstalk (self-FEXT) of a vectored system,
and external noise. Based on the presence of self-FEXT,
coefficients relating to self-FEXT coupling into the victim
line at learned at the victim line. The method further com-
prises learning, at the second sensor, coefficients relating to
self-FEXT coupling into the second sensor. Responsive to the
presence of self-FEXT, self-FEXT is removed from the vic-
tim line based on the learned coefficients. Self-FEXT is
removed from the second sensor based on the learned coeffi-
cients. Upon removal of self-FEXT from the second sensor, a
linear combiner configured to combine information relating
to the victim line and the second line is learned. The method
further comprise applying the learned linear combiner.

Another embodiment is a customer premises equipment
(CPE) unit in a vectored system for improving a signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) of a far end transmitted signal on a victim
line. The CPE comprises a first sensor coupled to the victim
line, the first sensor configured to learn coefficients relating to
self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-FEXT) coupling into the
first sensor and remove self-FEXT based on the learned coef-
ficients. The CPE further comprises a second sensor config-
ured to receive information relating to at least one of: the
vectored system, external noise, and the far end transmitted
signal on the victim line, the second sensor further configured
to learn coefficients relating to self-FEXT coupling into the
second sensor and remove self-FEXT based on the learned
coefficients. The CPE further comprises a linear combiner
configured to undergo learning upon removal of self-FEXT
from the first and the second sensor, wherein the linear com-
biner is configured to combine information relating to the
victim line and the second line.

Other systems, methods, features, and advantages of the
present disclosure will be or become apparent to one with
skill in the art upon examination of the following drawings
and detailed description. It is intended that all such additional
systems, methods, features, and advantages be included
within this description, be within the scope of the present
disclosure, and be protected by the accompanying claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Many aspects of the disclosure can be better understood
with reference to the following drawings. The components in
the drawings are not necessarily to scale, emphasis instead
being placed upon clearly illustrating the principles of the
present disclosure. Moreover, in the drawings, like reference
numerals designate corresponding parts throughout the sev-
eral views.

FIG. 1 depicts a communication system in which embodi-
ments of a dual sensor configuration are implemented.

FIG. 2 is an embodiment of the CPE shown in the system of
FIG. 1.

FIG. 3 is an embodiment of the receiver shown in FIG. 2.

FIG. 4A depicts an embodiment of the second sensor com-
prising a differential mode sensor coupled to another line in
the same bundle as the victim line.

FIG. 4B depicts an alternative embodiment of the second
sensor comprising a common sensor coupled between the
victim line comprising a twisted pair and ground.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart in accordance with one embodiment
for mitigating alien noise or combining diverse received
information using a dual sensor configuration.
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FIG. 6 is a flowchart in accordance with another embodi-
ment for mitigating alien noise or combining diverse received
information using a dual sensor configuration.

FIG. 7 is a flowchart in accordance with another embodi-
ment for mitigating alien noise or combining diverse received
information using a dual sensor configuration.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Having summarized various aspects of the present disclo-
sure, reference will now be made in detail to the description of
the disclosure as illustrated in the drawings. While the dis-
closure will be described in connection with these drawings,
there is no intent to limit it to the embodiment or embodi-
ments disclosed herein. On the contrary, the intent is to cover
all alternatives, modifications and equivalents included
within the spirit and scope of the disclosure as defined by the
appended claims.

Various embodiments are disclosed related to the use of a
second sensor at the receiver in a vectoring environment,
where the receiver is either implemented at the central office
(CO) or at the customer premises equipment (CPE). In accor-
dance with some embodiments, a second sensor is used with
a noise canceller when the information captured by the sec-
ond sensor relates to noise. The second sensor may also be
used in the context of a diversity receiver when the informa-
tion carried by the second sensor is related to useful transmit
information. It should be further emphasized that the second
sensor may also be used when the information received by the
sensor relates to an external noise and a useful signal.
Embodiments of a dual sensor receiver are described with
respect to an alien noise canceller located at the customer
premises equipment (CPE) for the downstream data path.
Note, however, that the concepts described can be extended to
a diversity receiver or any other type of joint receiver con-
figuration based on a second sensor. The concepts can also be
extended to the upstream path where the receiver is located on
the CO side. Finally, it should also be noted that the concepts
relating to one sensor and one victim line can also be extended
to apply to multiple victim lines and multiple sensors used by
a same receiver. In this regard, variations and modifications
may be made to the embodiments described herein without
departing from the principles of the present disclosure.

In very high speed digital subscriber line (VDSL) systems,
crosstalk is generally a large concern. While near end
crosstalk (NEXT) tends to be negligible by construction, self
induced far-end crosstalk (self-FEXT) is typically the domi-
nant large band noise in VDSL systems. Nevertheless, self-
FEXT has been addressed by introducing vectoring solutions
across bundles. Reference is made to FIG. 1, which illustrates
a communication system in a vectoring environment. One
vectoring method, for example, relates to reducing self-in-
duced far end crosstalk (self-FEXT) in a multiple input mul-
tiple output (MIMO) digital subscriber line (xDSL) system.

As VDSL2 systems generally share a same twisted pair
cable bundle, self-FEXT noise can be mitigated. For the
upstream direction, self-FEXT mitigation is performed
through a per tone joint canceller at the central office (CO) in
the frequency domain before or after the frequency equalizer
(FEQ). Additional details regarding self-FEXT noise mitiga-
tion techniques can be found in U.S. Pat. No. 7,835,368, filed
on May 20, 2008, entitled “System and Method for Mitigat-
ing the Effects of Upstream Far-End Cross-Talk,” which is
herein incorporated by reference in its entirety. For self-
FEXT cancellation in the downstream path, the use of a joint
canceller is not relevant as the customer premises equipment
(CPE) are not co-located. As a result, a precoding approach is
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usually chosen, which means that the self-FEXT noise is
cancelled at the transmitter via pre-compensation. Additional
details regarding MIMO precoding in an xDSL system are
described in U.S. application Ser. No. 11/845,040, filed on
Aug. 25, 2007, entitled “Systems and Methods for MIMO
Precoding in an xDSL System,” which is also herein incor-
porated by reference in its entirety. For purposes of this dis-
closure, self-FEXT mitigation generally refers to vectoring
self-FEXT noise cancellation techniques in a vectored sys-
tem.

While vectored systems are effective in addressing such
disturbances as self-FEXT, various types of interferences
such as non-vectored VDSL2 FEXT, radio frequency inter-
ference (RFI), power line communications (PL.C), common
mode noise, and impulse noise remain an issue as vectoring is
not effective in mitigating these disturbers. Such disturbers
are generally located in the frequency spectrum, and commu-
nication systems generally experience one or two of these
disturbers. When the twisted pairs share the same cable
bundle, the vectoring system does not always reach optimal
performance (as optimized to account for background noise)
as external noise can also affect the system.

To cancel or compensate this type of noise, a per tone dual
sensor receiver (DSR) may be used in conjunction with infor-
mation received by a second sensor, where the DSR operates
in the frequency domain to address alien disturbers. As noted
earlier, the concepts relating to one sensor can also be
extended to apply to multiple sensors used by a same receiver.
It is possible to have a main, victim path and a second path
both affected by the same noise synchronously. This second
sensor can be, for example, a differential mode twisted pair
unused line in the same bundle as the victim line or a common
mode sensor. To further illustrate, reference is made to FIGS.
4A and 4B. FIG. 4A depicts a differential mode sensor
coupled to another line in the same bundle as the victim line.
FIG. 4B depicts a common sensor coupled between the
twisted pair comprising the victim line and ground. Addi-
tional details regarding the use of a common mode signal to
obtain additional information that can be used to better
approximate the transmitted signal are disclosed in U.S. Pat.
No. 6,999,504, filed Mar. 15, 2001, entitled “System and
Method for Canceling Crosstalk,” herein incorporated by ref-
erence in its entirety. One limitation with the dual sensor
receiver described above is that the presence of more than one
or two disturbers becomes an issue as signals begin to exhibit
attributes similar to white noise, which results in reduced
diversity at the receiver. This ultimately results in reduced
performance. As the noise is usually located in a specific
frequency spectrum, a frequency approach (or per tone after a
FFT operator) is usually suggested.

The CPE 110 in FIG. 1 includes a FEXT mitigator 106 and
areceiver 204, where the receiver 204 is configured to receive
data from the transceivers 140a at the CO 130 under the
self-FEXT disturbance of 1405, c. Reference is made to FIG.
3, which provides a detailed view of the receiver 204 in FIG.
1. The frequency approach described herein generally
requires that the information received by a second sensor
(e.g., common mode sensor) be processed in a suitable man-
ner than the mainstream information, up to the output of the
fast Fourier transform (FFT) operator. In that order, the syn-
chronization of the data flow is conserved, and thus the cor-
relation of the signal on the two streams is generally main-
tained. In some specific cases, as in the case of a diversity
receiver, the time domain signals need to be desynchronized
in order to maximize the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

As shown in FIG. 3, the receiver 204 comprises various
modules. Filters 302a, 3026 (e.g., analog and digital) are
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applied to the receive signal in order to increase the dynamic
range of the receive signal in the useful frequency band. As
the channel can introduce a large amount of Inter Symbol
Interference (ISI), the receiver 204 further comprises a time
equalizer (TEQ) 304a configured to shorten the channel
impulse response to a cyclic extension length. The TEQ 3044
is learned and applied to the downstream direct path. This
TEQ 304q is then reproduced on the process path of the
second sensor (TEQ 3045). After removing the cyclic exten-
sion on both received signals using the cyclic extension mod-
ules 3064, 3065, an FFT operation is performed by the FFT
blocks 308a, 3085, and the received signal is forwarded to a
dual sensor receiver (DSR) 310 and on to a decoder 312.

FIG. 2 depicts an embodiment of the CPE 110 in FIG. 1. In
addition to a receiver 204 and a second sensor 206, the CPE
110 may also include a processor 202, a memory component
212 which may include volatile and/or nonvolatile memory
components, and data storage 228 such as mass memory that
are communicatively coupled via a local interface 210. The
local interface 210 may include other elements such as con-
trollers, buffers (caches), drivers, repeaters, and receivers to
enable communications. Further, the local interface 210 may
include address, control, and/or data connections to enable
appropriate communications among the aforementioned
components 202, 212, 228.

The processor 202 in the CPE 110 is configured to execute
software stored on a tangible storage medium such as the
memory component 212. The processor 202 can be any cus-
tom made or commercially available processor, a central pro-
cessing unit (CPU), an auxiliary processor among several
processors, a semiconductor based microprocessor (in the
form of a microchip or chip set), a macroprocessor, or gen-
erally any device for executing software instructions. The
memory component 212 can include any one or combination
of volatile memory elements (e.g., random access memory
(RAM, such as DRAM, SRAM, SDRAM, etc.)) and/or non-
volatile memory elements (e.g., ROM, hard drive, tape,
CDROM, etc.). Moreover, the memory component 212 may
incorporate electronic, magnetic, optical, and/or other types
of storage media. One should note that some embodiments of
the memory component 212 can have a distributed architec-
ture (where various components are situated remotely from
one another), but can be accessed by the processor 202.

Software stored on the memory component 212 may
include one or more separate programs, each of which
includes an ordered listing of executable instructions for
implementing logical functions. For example, the software in
the memory component may include an operating system
214. Furthermore, the software residing in memory may
include application specific software 216 configured to per-
form some or all of the functions associated with the dual
sensor system described herein. It should be noted that these
modules can be implemented in software, hardware or a com-
bination of software and hardware. When implemented in
software, the modules are stored on a non-transitory com-
puter readable medium and executed by the processor 202.
The operating system 214 may be configured to control the
execution of other computer programs and provides schedul-
ing, input-output control, file and data management, memory
management, and communication control and related ser-
vices.

A system component and/or module embodied as software
may also be construed as a source program, executable pro-
gram (object code), script, or any other entity comprising a set
ofinstructions to be performed. When constructed as a source
program, the program is translated via a compiler, assembler,
interpreter, or the like, which may or may not be included
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within the memory component, so as to operate properly in
connection with the operating system.

Let the signal received by a typical VDSL2 receiver on the
main, victim line be represented by:

Yol @ ] =Hou [ X[, 48y W[ 4,1,

where the signal is in frequency domain per tone q for DMT
symbol t after undergoing a fast Fourier transform (FFT)
operation in the frequency domain. The term H represents the
direct channel; X is the transmitted information; S represents
self-FEXT noise from the vectored system; and W represents
external noise such as background noise, impulse noise, PLC,
and so on.

As all the lines in a vectored system are synchronized, the
self-FEXT disturber can be readily identified, and in that
matter, other techniques can also be used to identify the
self-FEXT channel. In this regard, VDSL2 systems with vec-
toring engaged typically provide a self-FEXT free environ-
ment via self-FEXT mitigation In a given bundle, for
example, the effects of self-FEXT can be mitigated through
the precoding of data for downstream transmission to cancel
self-FEXT, while in the upstream direction, joint cancellation
may be deployed. The signal received on the victim line after
vectoring is turned on is represented as follows:

Youla ] =Hu[0)X[q. 4+ W0 (9.4,

where Y represents the signal in the frequency domain after
undergoing an FFT operation.

When external noise sources (e.g., alien noise disturbers)
such as non-vectored VDSL2 FEXT, radio frequency inter-
ference (RFI), power line communications (PL.C), common
mode noise, and impulse noise remain, the dual sensor
receiver (DSR) may be used in conjunction with a second
sensor information operating in the frequency domain to
address alien disturbers as described below. In the context of
the alien noise canceller, the signal received by the second
sensor in the frequency domain per tone q for a DMT symbol
t after undergoing an FFT operation is represented by the
following:

Y qq=S+W/qY,

The second sensor acts as a noise alone reference (NAR).
The second sensor (whether a common mode sensor or a
differential mode sensor) is effective in capturing information
relating to the noise source. In the frequency domain, a linear
combination of information relating to the receiver on the two
paths (corresponding to the victim line and the second sensor)
can then be used to reduce or compensate for the alien dis-
turber, thereby improving performance. With an alien noise
canceller, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is maximized and
the noise in the frequency domain is compensated for using a
per tone algorithm. Specifically, this is performed using a per
tone linear combiner optimally learned according to such
criteria as minimum mean square error, zero forcing, maxi-
mum likelihood (ML), or other type of criteria. In such cases,
the output information is represented as:

Xlq1]=F,Yla t]+F Y. [q.1],

where Y represents the received signal, and F represents the
linear combiner coefficients. Note that the linear combiner is
not limited to two coefficients (F) as the linear combiner can
also use only one coefficient F per tone g, even on the receive
signal of the victim line or the second sensor.

One limitation with the dual sensor receiver described
above is that the presence of more than one or two disturbers
destroys the correlation between the received signals, and
which results in reduced diversity at the receiver. In the cur-
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rent vectoring system scenario, the second sensor is not free
of self-FEXT by construction. Thus, one issue with utilizing
a second sensor here is that the second sensor will not only
experience such disturbances as RFI and PCL but also the
effects of self-FEX T which have not been compensated for by
the precoder and which could be the most powerful received
signal, thereby diminishing the properties of a noise alone
reference (NAR). This leads to poor performance, and in
general, no noise cancellation.

Various embodiments are thus described for utilizing a
DSR in conjunction with a second sensor whereby self-FEXT
onthe second sensor is removed so that the information can be
effectively utilized during the per tone linear combiner train-
ing. It is possible to locally remove the component related to
the self-FEXT on the second sensor for specific received
sequences in training mode and in data mode on DMT sym-
bols referred to as sync symbols. In fact, sync symbols are
known training DMT symbols that occur in data mode every
257 symbols and during which, by using an orthogonal key
such as a Hadamard sequence, for example, every user of the
vectoring system has a signature. In that specific context, it is
possible to estimate at the receiver the contribution from the
self-FEXT of every transmitter and as a consequence, miti-
gate the self-FEXT. This technique serves as the basis of the
vectoring system as mentioned earlier. Note that on top of the
sync symbol, decision-directed techniques (using data mode
symbols) for estimating the self-FEXT mitigation coeffi-
cients can also be used when all the receivers are co-located,
which s typically the case at the CO. In that context and based
on local knowledge at the CPE of each key sequence of the
vectoring system (for example, known by default by the CPE
or transmitted by the CO in proprietary fields), the receiver
can remove the contribution of the self-FEXT from the sec-
ond sensor:

Vo fa=Y.[q.0-5,=W. [q.4],

where is the estimate of the self-FEXT in the second sensor.
The last component is then used as the true external noise
alone reference and the linear combiner can be optimized for
noise cancellation training Under those conditions, a true
FEXT-free environment is achieved as the main victim line is
FEXT free due to its presence in a vectored system:

Youla ) =Ha [ X[q.4+W,.[q.4]

Once the second sensor is free of self-FEXT, the noise
canceller undergoes a learning process in order to optimize
the noise canceller to mitigate the one or more alien disturb-
ers. Upon completion of the learning process by the noise
canceller, the removal of self-FEXT from the second sensor
receive path is stopped. Specifically, when the linear com-
biner coefficient F has been learned, the received signal dur-
ing data mode is represented by the following:

X(a,]=F, Yol a 48 Y[, t]=X[q.1]+F Sofq,t]+ V.

The self-FEXT experienced by the second sensor is thus
folded into the main, victim line. This folded self-FEXT now
present on the victim line is mitigated according to the same
self-FEXT mitigation operator used earlier to mitigate self-
FEXT on the main, victim line.

The receive signal from the noise canceller thus experi-
ences self-FEXT as the vectored system only compensates
for self-FEXT originally sensed on the main line. In this
regard, self-FEXT from the second sensor is now “folded”
into the main line. This folded self-FEXT on the main line is
then readily removed or compensated for in the vectored
system by simply readjusting the self-FEXT canceller (e.g.,
precoder or upstream canceller) and utilizing the error esti-
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mated after the use of the alien noise canceller. Note that
while embodiments herein are described in the context of the
customer premises equipment (CPE), the embodiments can
be expanded and implemented at the central office (CO) as
well.

It should be emphasized that the technique described above
can also be expanded to diversity receivers, which utilize
more than one communication channel with different channel
characteristics to receive information related to the transmit-
ted signal on the victim line, which will be referred to herein
as transmit information or useful information. In fact in
VDSL systems, the transmit information sent over a twisted
pair generally leaks through other channels such as, for
example, an adjacent twisted pair of the same bundle through
the FEXT channel or in common mode. It is also possible to
transmit information on the common mode channel of the
differential mode line under certain power constraints. In
both cases, the far end transmit information can be received
on a second sensor, and the folding of this useful information
from the second sensor into the main line can be leveraged
with a linear combiner and thus increase the SNR of the
system. In a diversity receiver embodiment utilizing a second
sensor, the far end transmitted signal received by the second
sensor in the frequency domain for tone q for a DMT symbol
t after undergoing an FFT operation is represented by the
following:

Yol @ ] =Hou [ X[q.]+S+ W, [,1].

As a vectoring system is being used, the second sensor is
also subject to self-FEXT. Because the self-FEXT component
can be powerful, the linear combiner used at the receiver in
the frequency domain cannot be trained as the training will be
biased by the self-FEXT. As with the other embodiments
described earlier in the context of an alien noise canceller,
self-FEXT can be first removed from the second sensor at the
receiver after learning locally the self-FEXT canceller during
known symbols with the knowledge of the orthogonal key.
The combiner then undergoes a learning phase in an optimal
manner as it is no longer biased by the self-FEXT from the
second sensor. Thus, for a diversity receiver embodiment, the
linear combiner coefficient F is learned in a self-FEXT free
environment:

Youla ] =Hu [ X[+ W0 [q.8]

Yfa. /=Y. a,t]-S=H.[g]X[q.t]+W.[q.1]

The component is once again estimated as it is estimated in
a vectoring system locally during the transmission of sync
symbols or any other orthogonal training sequence. After the
coefficient F has been learned, the received signal during data
mode is:

X1q1]=F Yol a 148 Y[, t]=X[q.1]+F Sofa,t]+ WV,

where the self-FEXT from the second sensor is again folded
into the main, victim line. This folded self-FEXT is then
mitigated using the same mitigation operator used for the
main line (e.g., vectoring downstream precoder or an
upstream canceller). When the linear combiner is applied, the
self-FEXT is folded into the main line from the second sensor.
The vectored system then adapts to the folded self-FEXT
such that the folded self-FEXT is removed or compensated
for on the main line.

By implementing the various dual sensor configurations
described herein, the DSR 310 (in FIG. 3) is able to reduce
any residual external noise resulting from such sources as
radio frequency interference (RFI) and power line communi-
cations (PLC) after the removal of self-FEXT. The mixed
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combination of the information received on the second sensor
related to external noise and useful information need to also
be taken into consideration. In that scenario, the DSR can be
trained to minimize the impact of the noise while simulta-
neously maximizing the folding of the useful signal/informa-
tion.

In accordance with an embodiment for the alien noise
mitigation and the diversity receiver based on a dual sensor
configuration, a method implemented in a communication
system for reducing noise experienced and SNR gain by a
victim line is now described in connection with FIG. 5.
Although the flowchart 500 of FIG. 5 shows a specific order
of execution, it is understood that the order of execution may
differ from that which is depicted. In block 510 the vectoring
system runs its algorithms in order to eliminate any self-
FEXT contribution from the main victim line. The introduc-
tion of the second sensor, carrying information about a
residual external noise and/or the useful information is made.
Self-FEXT noise also appears on the second sensor and may
affect the performance of the DSR receiver. In block 520, the
self-FEXT coupling coefficients of the second sensor are
learned during known symbols based on the knowledge ofthe
transmitted information on the disturber lines (i.e., known
symbol) and the orthogonal sequences. Other techniques
could also be used to estimate the self-FEXT couplings.

After a learning phase, in block 530, the estimated self-
FEXT on each known symbol is removed from the second
sensor received signal. In block 540, the linear combiner is
learned in a self-FEXT free environment. After the learning
phase of the linear combiner, the linear combiner is applied
(block 550) during data mode symbol and self-FEXT from
the second sensor is folded into the main victim. In order to
compensate for this residual component of self-FEXT, the
vectoring algorithm is readjusted in block 560.

It should be emphasized that the re-adjustment of the self-
FEXT mitigation coefficients in block 560 is predictable as
the folded noise is directly related to the self-FEXT canceller
coefficients used to remove the self-FEXT from the second
sensor during the known symbol and the linear combiner
coefficients. Thus, a fast update of the self-FEXT mitigation
coefficients based on those previous primitives (e.g., linear
combiner coefficients, self-FEXT mitigation coefficients)
can be achieved. For self-FEXT mitigation in the downstream
direction, the useful information can also be transmitted to the
CO through proprietary fields. Finally, note that the linear
combiner learned in a self-FEXT free environment utilizes
the useful information received on the second sensor when no
external noise is present (as in a diversity receiver scenario).

The embodiment described in connection with the flow-
chart 500 of FIG. 5 relates to a vectored system. The stages
outlined can be all performed locally at the receiver (e.g., an
upstream receiver located at the CO side). In the context of the
downstream channel, the vectored self-FEXT mitigation task
will be performed at the CO side via, for example, a precoder
technique. The local mitigation of the self-FEXT on the sec-
ond sensor and the learning of the linear combiner as well as
application of the linear combiner will be performed at the
CPE receiver.

If embodied in software, each block depicted in FIG. 5
represents a module, segment, or portion of code that com-
prises program instructions stored on a non-transitory com-
puter readable medium to implement the specified logical
function(s). In this regard, the program instructions may be
embodied in the form of source code that comprises state-
ments written in a programming language or machine code
that comprises numerical instructions recognizable by a suit-
able execution system such as a processor in a computer
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system or other system such as the CPE 110 shown in FIG. 2.
The machine code may be converted from the source code,
etc. If embodied in hardware, each block may represent a
circuit or a number of interconnected circuits to implement
the specified logical function(s). The technique leverages the
fact that exact knowledge of FEXT coupling can generally be
used to improve performance and predictability of the perfor-
mance gain. Precise identification of the crosstalk channel on
both the main line and second sensor line can be derived by
means of cross-correlation of aligned orthogonal sequences
assigned to downstream known symbol sequences, as with
dynamic spectrum management level 3 (DSM3). Note that
the use of a perfectly orthogonal set of known symbol
sequences allows one to determine and regularly update self-
FEXT mitigation coefficients to cancel the identified domi-
nant (or non-dominant) crosstalk source in a manner similar
to an upstream DSM3 crosstalk canceller. This addresses the
imperfect correlation problem identified for other dual sensor
approaches.

In accordance with alternative embodiments, DSR training
may occur prior to DSM3 self-FEXT noise mitigation. Ref-
erence is made to FIG. 6. Although the flowchart 600 of FIG.
6 shows a specific order of execution, it is understood that the
order of execution may differ from that which is depicted. In
a non-DSM3 environment, self-FEXT disturber channel
coefficients are estimated locally at the CPE 110c¢ using a
known orthogonal sequence of known symbols (block 610)
for the main victim line. In block 620, the self-FEXT dis-
turber is removed from the victim line on known symbols
using known orthogonal sequences and the estimated channel
coefficients. In block 630, the self-FEXT disturber channel
coefficients relating to the second sensor are estimated at the
receiver, using a known orthogonal sequence of known sym-
bols. The self-FEXT contribution is thus removed from the
second sensor (block 640). In block 650, the training of the
linear combiner is completed during the known symbol
period as the transmit disturber information is known by the
receiver. In block 660, the linear combiner is applied to
remove common correlated noise on data symbols or to fold
constructively useful information into the main line, and
thereby folding any self-FEXT residual noise into the victim
line. In block 670, DSM3 coefficients are determined to
reduce the folded self-FEXT as well as the original self-
FEXT experienced by the victim line.

It again should be emphasized that the learning of the
self-FEXT mitigation coefficients is predictable as the folded
noise is directly related to the self-FEXT canceller coeffi-
cients used to remove the self-FEXT from the second sensor
during the known symbol and the linear combiner coeffi-
cients. Thus, a fast update of the self-FEXT mitigation coef-
ficients based on those previous primitives (e.g., linear com-
biner coefficients, self-FEXT mitigation coefficients) can be
achieved. For self-FEXT mitigation in the downstream direc-
tion, the useful information can also be transmitted to the CO
through proprietary fields. Finally, note that the linear com-
biner learned in a self-FEXT free environment utilizes the
useful information received on the second sensor when no
external noise is present (as in a diversity receiver scenario).

In accordance with other embodiments, DSR training may
be performed to reduce the impact of an external disturber,
which is greater than the self-FEXT experienced by the main,
victim line but less powerful than the self-FEXT experienced
by the second sensor. For such scenarios, a DSM3 noise
mitigation module is not required. Reference is made to FIG.
7. Although the flowchart 700 of FIG. 7 shows a specific order
of execution, it is understood that the order of execution may
differ from that which is depicted. Self-FEXT disturber chan-
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nel coefficients are estimated locally at the CPE 110c¢ using
the known orthogonal sequence during known symbols
(block 710) for the main victim line and the second sensor
(block 710). The self-FEXT disturber is removed from the
victim line and the second sensor on known symbols, and the
linear combiner is trained in this self-FEXT free environment
(block 720). The linear combiner is then applied to remove
common correlated noise on data symbols or to fold construc-
tively useful information into the main line (block 730) and
thereby adding into the main, victim line any self-FEXT
residual noise from the second sensor. Note that this is useful
in its current form only if the effect of the folded self-FEXT
from the second sensor is still less than the current canceled
external noise. Once the external noise is cancelled, the per-
formance of the victim line is limited by self-FEXT noise,
which may be mitigated using vectoring techniques. Note
also that the linear combiner learned during the self-FEXT
free environment utilizes the useful information received on
the second sensor when no external noise is present (as in a
diversity receiver scenario).
The embodiment described in connection with FIG. 7 can
be extended to the case where the DSR is used without any
self-FEXT mitigation technique being applied and with no
external noise present. In such cases, a first group composed
of'the most dominant self-FEXT disturber (or a set of the most
dominant self-FEXT disturbers) can be considered equiva-
lent to external noise (such as the external noise described
earlier) and thus be mitigated with an alien noise canceller.
During the training period of the linear combiner on known
symbols, the receiver estimates and then removes the second
group of self-FEXT composed of the non-dominant self-
FEXT noise from the main line and the second sensor. After
the compensation phase, the linear combiner can be learned
such that the linear combiner only mitigates the first group of
dominant self-FEXT disturbances. After the learning phase,
the linear combiner is applied to the data symbol, and perfor-
mance is driven by the folding of the (unmitigated) second
group of self-FEXT into the main victim line.
It should be emphasized that the above-described embodi-
ments are merely examples of possible implementations.
Many variations and modifications may be made to the above-
described embodiments without departing from the prin-
ciples of the present disclosure. All such modifications and
variations are intended to be included herein within the scope
of'this disclosure and protected by the following claims.
The invention claimed is:
1. A method implemented in customer premises equipment
(CPE) for improving a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) ofa farend
transmitted signal on a victim line, comprising:
receiving, by the victim line, one or more of: the far end
transmitted signal, self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-
FEXT) of a vectored system, and external noise;

receiving, by a second sensor, information relating to a
noise source comprising one or more of: the far end
transmitted signal, self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-
FEXT) ofavectored system, and external noise, wherein
the second sensor is configured to receive the informa-
tion relating to the noise source exclusive of any useful
signals in the system;

learning, at the second sensor, coefficients relating to self-

FEXT coupling into the second sensor;

removing self-FEXT from the second sensor based on the

learned coefficients;

upon removal of self-FEXT from the second sensor, learn-

ing a linear combiner configured to combine informa-
tion relating to the victim line and the noise source; and
applying the learned linear combiner.
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2. The method of claim 1, wherein learning a linear com-
biner is performed according to one of the following criteria:
minimum mean square error, zero forcing, and maximum
likelihood (ML).
3. The method of claim 1, wherein learning coefficients
relating to self-FEXT coupling into the second sensor is per-
formed according to a known sequence transmitted on one or
more disturber lines causing the self-FEXT into the victim
line.
4. The method of claim 3, wherein learning coefficients
relating to self-FEXT coupling into the victim line and the
second sensor is further performed using one or more
orthogonal sequences.
5. The method of claim 1, wherein learning coefficients
relating to self-FEXT coupling into the victim line and the
second sensor is performed during transmission of data mode
symbols.
6. The method of claim 1, wherein receiving information
relating to the vectored system comprises receiving informa-
tion relating to external noise composed of one or more of:
non-vectored very high-speed digital subscriber line (VDSL)
FEXT, radio frequency interference (RFI), power line com-
munications (PLC), common mode noise, and impulse noise.
7. The method of claim 1, wherein applying the learned
linear combiner comprises mitigating external noise if the
information received by the second sensor relates to the exter-
nal noise.
8. The method of claim 1, wherein applying the learned
linear combiner comprises constructively folding the far end
transmitted signal from the second sensor into the victim line
if the information received by the second sensor relates to the
far end transmitted signal.
9. The method of claim 1, wherein applying the learned
linear combiner comprises constructively folding the far end
transmitted signal from the second sensor into the victim line
and mitigating external noise if the information received by
the second sensor relates to both the far end transmitted signal
and the external noise.
10. The method of claim 1, wherein the linear combiner
operates according to one or two coefficients per tone.
11. The method of claim 1, wherein the second sensor
comprises a differential mode sensor coupled to an unused
line in a same bundle as the victim line in the system.
12. The method of claim 1, wherein the second sensor
comprises a common mode sensor coupled between a twisted
pair comprising the victim line and ground.
13. A method implemented in customer premises equip-
ment (CPE) for improving a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of'a
far end transmitted signal on a victim line, comprising:
receiving, by the victim line, one or more of: the far end
transmitted signal, self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-
FEXT) of a vectored system, and external noise;

receiving, by a second sensor, information relating to a
noise source comprising one or more of: the far end
transmitted signal, self-induced far-end crosstalk (self-
FEXT) of a vectored system, and external noise, wherein
the second sensor is configured to receive the informa-
tion relating to the noise source exclusive of any useful
signals in the system;

upon removal of self-FEXT from the second sensor, learn-

ing a linear combiner configured to combine informa-
tion relating to the victim line and the noise source; and
applying the learned linear combiner.

14. The method of claim 13, wherein learning a linear
combiner is performed according to one of the following
criteria: minimum mean square error, zero forcing, and maxi-
mum likelihood (ML).
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15. The method of claim 13, wherein receiving information
relating to the vectored system comprises receiving informa-
tion relating to external noise composed of one or more of:
non-vectored very high-speed digital subscriber line (VDSL)
FEXT, radio frequency interference (RFI), power line com-
munications (PLC), common mode noise, and impulse noise.

16. The method of claim 13, wherein applying the learned
linear combiner comprises mitigating external noise if the
information received by the second sensor relates to the exter-
nal noise.

17. The method of claim 13, wherein applying the learned
linear combiner comprises constructively folding the far end
transmitted signal from the second sensor into the victim line
if the information received by the second sensor relates to the
far end transmitted signal.

18. The method of claim 13, wherein applying the learned
linear combiner comprises constructively folding the far end
transmitted signal from the second sensor into the victim line
and mitigating external noise if the information received by
the second sensor relates to both the far end transmitted signal
and the external noise.

19. The method of claim 13, wherein the linear combiner
operates'according to one or two coefficients per tone.

20. The method of claim 13, wherein the second sensor
comprises a differential mode sensor coupled to an unused
line in a same bundle as the victim line in the system.

21. The method of claim 13, wherein the second sensor
comprises a common mode sensor coupled between a twisted
pair comprising the victim line and ground.

22. A customer premises equipment (CPE) unit in a vec-
tored system for improving a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of a
far end transmitted signal on a victim line, comprising:

a first sensor coupled to the victim line;

a second sensor configured to receive information relating
to a noise source comprising at least one of: the vectored
system, external noise, and the far end transmitted signal
on the victim line, the second sensor further configured
to learn coefficients relating to self-FEXT coupling into
the second sensor and remove self-FEXT based on the
learned coefficients, and wherein the second sensor is
configured to receive the information relating to the
noise source exclusive of any useful signals in the sys-
tem; and

a linear combiner configured to undergo learning upon
removal of self-FEXT from the second sensor, wherein
the linear combiner is configured to combine informa-
tion relating to the victim line and the noise source.

23. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the second sensor is
configured to operate according to a differential mode involv-
ing another twisted pair in the system or a common mode
based on the victim line.

24. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the linear combiner
undergoes learning according to one of the following criteria:
minimum mean square error, zero forcing, and maximum
likelihood (ML).

25. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the information received
by the second sensor relating to external noise comprises of
one or more of: non-vectored very high-speed digital sub-
scriber line (VDSL) FEXT, radio frequency interference
(RFI), power line communications (PLC), common mode
noise, and impulse noise.

26. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the learned linear com-
biner mitigates external noise if the information received by
the second sensor relates to the external noise.

27. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the learned linear com-
biner constructively folds the far end transmitted signal from
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the second sensor into the victim line if the information
received by the second sensor relates to the far end transmit-
ted signal.

28. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the learned linear com-
biner constructively folds the far end transmitted signal from
the second sensor into the victim line and mitigates external
noise if the information received by the second sensor relates
to both the far end transmitted signal and the external noise.

29. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the linear combiner
comprises one or two coefficients per tone.

30. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the second sensor com-
prises a differential mode sensor coupled to an unused line in
a same bundle as the victim line in the system.

31. The CPE of claim 22, wherein the second sensor com-
prises a common mode sensor coupled between a twisted pair
comprising the victim line and ground.
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